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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant argues, "Wils fails to disclose making an access control decision for the 
requested resource and identifying, based on the access control decision , an application session 
to which the client node is permitted to connect." This argument is not persuasive because Wils 
clearly discloses identifying authorized sessions after an access control has been made with 
respect to the subscribers. Wils discloses that a subscriber key is utilized to verify that the 
subscriber is a registered subscriber ([0026]-[0027] & [0048]). Subsequent to that decision a 
session database is checked to identify valid sessions for the subscriber ([0030]-[0031]). This is 
further evidence by the fact that Wils discusses the session determination a "second level of 
security" ([0050]). 

2. Applicant's argument that "Wils fails to disclose a collection agent. . ." is persuasive. 
However, Applicant has failed address the fact that Shrader discloses a collection agent via a 
client side script (Col. 1, lines 16-49). 

3. Examiner wishes to note that Applicant did not traverse the Examiner's assertion of 
Official Notice with respect to claims 10, 27, and 37. Therefore, the subject matter of 10, 27, and 
37 is regarded as admitted prior art (MPEP 2144.03C). 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. The information disclosure statement filed 17 July 2009 fails to comply with 37 CFR 
1.98(a)(2), which requires a legible copy of each cited foreign patent document; each non-patent 
literature publication or that portion which caused it to be listed; and all other information or that 
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portion which caused it to be listed. It has been placed in the application file, but the information 
referred to therein has not been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 1-7, 9, 1 1-13, 18-24, 26, 28-33, 36, 38, 39, 42-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Wils, U.S. Publication No. 2003/0004950, in view of Maung, 
U.S. Publication No. 2004/0073512. Referring to claims 1, 5-7, 9, 30, 36, Wils discloses a 
partitioning of network services among multiple subscribers such that when a subscriber requests 
a particular resource provided by a session ([0023 [), a subscriber key is used to determine what 
the subscriber is permitted to access ([0026]-[0031]), which meets the limitation of requesting, 
by a client node operated by a user, access to a resource provided by an application session, 
gathering information about the client node in response to the request to access the resource, 
receiving, by a policy engine, the gathered information, making, by a policy engine, an access 
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control decision for the resource based on application of a policy to the received information. 
The subscriber database and the session database are mapped in order to determine whether the 
subscriber is permitted to access the requested open session ([0030]-[0031]), which meets the 
limitation of identifying, based on the access control decision, an application session to which 
the client is permitted to connect, the application session from one or more application session 
already associated with the user and disconnected from one or more client nodes previously 
operated by the user. If the conditions for access to the open session are met, the subscriber is 
connected to the open session ([0030]-[003 1]), which meets the limitation of establishing, by a 
session server, a connection between the client node and the identified application session in 
response to the identification, determining if the received information satisfies a condition, 
determining if the received information satisfies a condition by comparing the received 
information to at least one condition, making an access control decision by applying a policy to 
the condition, establishing, by the session serer, a connection between the client node and the one 
or more application sessions is subject to a rule permitting the client node to connect to the one 
or more application sessions, the identifying one or more application sessions is automatic upon 
receipt of authentication information. Wils does not disclose that the subscriber data that makes 
up the subscriber key is gathered using a collection agent. However, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the subscriber data of 
Wils to be gathered using a client-side script in order to provide resource access system that is 
accessible through a web browser as taught by Shrader (Col. 1, lines 16-49). 
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Referring to claims 2-3, Wils discloses that the request and the subscriber key are 
received over a network connection ([0026]), which meets the limitation of requesting the 
resource over a network connection, gathering the information over a network connection. 

Referring to claims 4, 31-33, Wils does not disclose that the subscriber data that makes 
up the subscriber key is gathered using a client side script. However, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the subscriber data of 
Wils to be gathered using a client-side script in order to provide resource access system that is 
accessible through a web browser as taught by Shrader (Col. 1, lines 16-49). 

Referring to claims 1 1, 38, 44, Wils discloses that after a period of time the system is 
requested to deactivate all sessions that have no more requests ([0074]-[0078]), which meets the 
limitation of receiving, by a session server, a disconnect request to disconnect a first application 
session associated with the user and a second application session associated with the user. 

Referring to claims 12, 13, 20, 39, Wils discloses that once the sessions have been 
deactivated, the sessions are put on the inactive list ([0074]), which meets the limitation of 
updating, by the session server, at least one data record associated with the first and second 
application session to indicate that the first and second application sessions are disconnected, 
continuing, by the session server, execution of one or more applications for at least one of the 
disconnected application sessions, at least one application session is disconnected. 

Referring to claims 18, 21, 23, 28, 42, 45, Wils discloses that an inactive session can be 
quickly reactivated if new requests are received under that session ([0023]), which meets the 
limitation of one or more application sessions was connected to a first client node prior to 
connection and, after connection, the one or more application sessions is reconnected to the first 
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client node, at least one application session is active, providing for receiving application output 
from a one or more previously disconnected application sessions associated with the user in 
response to the received information, the one or more disconnected application sessions was 
connected to a first client node prior to disconnection and, at connection, the one or more 
disconnected application session is reconnected to the first client node. 

Referring to claims 19, 29, 43, Wils discloses that grouped sessions can be allocated 
among active subscribers ([0039]), which meets the limitation of the one or more application 
sessions was associated with a first client node prior to establishing the connection and, after 
establishing the connection, the one or more application sessions is connected to a second client 
node. 

Referring to claim 24, Wils discloses that after a period of time the system is requested to 
deactivate all sessions that have no more requests ([0074]-[0078]), which meets the limitation of 
disconnecting at least one active application session associated with the user in response to the 
received information. 

Referring to claim 26, Wils discloses that if the conditions for access to the open session 
are met, the subscriber is connected to the open session ([0030]-[0031]), which meets the 
limitation of the receipt of application output from the one or more active application sessions is 
subject to a rule permitting the user to have a client node operated by the user to connect to the 
one or more active application sessions. 

8. Claims 8, 25, 35, 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wils, 
U.S. Publication No. 2003/0004950, in view of Shrader, U.S. Patent No. 6,151,599,and further in 
view of Maung, U.S. Publication No. 2004/0073512. Referring to claims 8, 35, 41, Wils does not 
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disclose that the active sessions include a session from one server and a session from a different 
server. Maung discloses a unique session storage system wherein a plurality of servers store 
session information for a particular user ([001 1] & [0030]), which meets the limitation of a first 
one of the application sessions is running on a first server and a second one of the application 
sessions is running on a second server. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made for the sessions of Wils to be belong to multiple servers in 
order to provide load balancing which would prevent a single server from being overloaded with 
session requests as taught by Maung ([0012]). 

Referring to claim 25, Wils does not disclose the subscriber being able to access the 
sessions using two different client terminals. Maung discloses a user being able to access 
sessions using two different client terminals ([001 1]), which meets the limitation of the one or 
more active application sessions is initially connected to a first client node, and upon requesting 
access to the resource, the user is operating a second client node. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was for the subscriber of Wils to be able 
to access sessions using two different client terminals so that the subscriber is not limited to 
interacting with the same computing device for an entire session. 

9. Claims 10, 27, 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wils, 
U.S. Publication No. 2003/0004950, in view of Shrader, U.S. Patent No. 6,151,599. Referring to 
claims 10, 27, 37, Wils does not explicitly disclose that the subscriber request was initiated by 
the selection of a single user interface element. However, the Examiner takes OFFICIAL 
NOTICE that is it well known and would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time of the invention to provide the subscriber of Wils with a user interface to select the 
requested server in order to provide a user friendly means of operating the subscriber terminal. 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BENJAMIN E. LANIER whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3805. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:00am-5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Benjamin E Lanier/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2432 



